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triumphant as it was tyrannical ? Did he profit by the new
audiences which the introduction of political economy
in the programmes of the Faculties of Law provided for
economic science? Did he share in the need of the
moralisation of economics which Anglo-Saxon Protestants
felt very early and Latin Catholics were not to experience
until later, which Gide's own origin the better prepared
him to grasp and to satisfy? Probably all these factors
contributed to his intellectual and moral influence, as
well as the growing taste of the uninitiated for the new
science and the attraction of both form and substance
which the Principles of Political Economy very naturally
exercised, reinvigorating, brightening and embellishing
the dismal science. We leave to others the task of settling
these questions. Here we would especially define the
place occupied by Gide in French contemporary economic
thought by showing what he really was, that is, a kind
of conscience for this thought at a turning-point in its
history.
When at the end of 1883 Gide's Principles of Political
Economy appeared, economic liberalism dominated the
schools, the Press and the academies. It perpetuated,
after the passage of more than a hundred years, the
spirit of the "sect" of economists of the reign of Louis XVI.
Like their predecessors, the French "economists" were,
for the most part, "great citizens of cultivated minds and
liberal outlook, statesmen, financiers, journalists . .. who
formed a small group, a tribe, sometimes dynasties,
around a trinitarian centre: the Institute, the Society of
Political Econemy and the publishing house of the
Guillaumin Daughters, home of the Journal de$ Econo-
mies* This universe was sufficient for them. They felt
no need of extending it. Political economy, they said,
is not taught in the lecture halls, but in the life of
nations/*
It was to be given to the young Professor to extend
outwardly^these views of political economy; first, by
endowing it with a more eclectic organ, more hospitable
to differing opinions, less in bondage to a unilateral